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lessness, a lack of honor, the degrading of
human dignity, a national policy of false-
hood. It means pogroms and purges and
concentration camps. It means mass mur-
der and aggression. Why, in the name of
everything that is honorable, should the
United States strive to make the world safe
for that kind of diversity?

I suggest that the President’s plea is just
another way of saying that the New Frontier
is determined to coexist with 1nterna,t!onal
communism wherever it thrives—even in the
Western Hemlsphére. This 18 merely an ex-
tension of the liberal fallacy which can nev-
er seem to realize that there can be a seri-
ous threat to the security of the United
States and the freedom of the world com-
ing from the left of the political spectrum.
Apologists for the Communist way and Com-
munist objectives continue to abound in the
liberal circles of America despite the years
of experience we have had with Soviet du-
plicity. I suggest that there is something
wrong—something radically wrong—with
the liberal orientation for the cold war. And
I am beginning to despair of its ever being
able to overcome what amounts to a deep-
seated prejudice in favor of far leftists’ ob-
Jectives. ’

In this connection let me draw your at-
tention to the fact that the Moscow-trained
secretary general of the American Commu-
nist Party is urging the defeat of all Re-
publicans in 1964. Gus Hall, ih a 10,000~
word statement in the Sunday Worker of
June 23, lald down the marching. orders for
American Communists. He found much that
was praiseworthy, in his view, with the ap-
proach of the New Frontier. ’

Hall served notice that the Communist
Party of the United States would not put
up candidates of its own in the 1964 elec-
tions and that it will not support any move-
ment for a new political party. His rationale
and blueprint for Communist action on the
domestic front found that both of America’s
major political parties are tools of capital-
ism. But he said that although President
Kennedy had engaged in “imperialist adven-
tures” such as the blockade of Cuba last
October, he had nevertheless kept the “lines
of communication open’” with Russla and
atoned for the blockade by quarantining the
Cuban exlles, banning ralds, bombing and
the invasion of Cuba.

The Communist leader seemed particular-
ly interested In what he called “the broad
movement which has relationships with the
administration.” He sald the broad move-
ment included Iabor -organizations, peace
movements and youth and civil rights
groups which are engaged in ‘“ever more
militant mass actlons” and which keep a
“constant line of contact with administra-
tion forces.”

According to Hall—and mark this—almost
all “peoples political movements” are operat-
ing within the orbit of the Democratic Party
and must be supported by what he termed
“the serious left.” Of course, In the Commu-

nist verbage a “peoples political movement”.

is one which is orlented to far-leftist Com-
munist objectives. *

Now let me make myself entirely clear, Y
am not suggesting that Democrats are Com-
muniste. And I am not suggesting that the
Communist Party has captured control of
the Democratic Party. I am not saying that
anyone in the New Frontier is a Communist,
I am merely giving you the Communist Par-
ty’s official appraisal of American political
parties and its proposals for action In 1964.
I think they are of extreme interest to any-
one who concerns himself with the American
political scene. :

Be that as 1t may, my contention is that

. today’s liberals have taken us too far to the
left for the good of the Nation, particularly
when we find ourselves in a worldwide strug-
gle with the forces of the extreme left. They
have deserted the lessons of history and per-

. the American people.

verted the real meaning othe wora “liberal.”
A true lberal today should be in the fore-
front of the fight for individual lberty. He
should be opposing, at every turn, the fur-
ther extension of Federal Government power.
He should be battling the corrupt big eity
machines instead of doing business with
them. He should be committed without res-
ervation to the defeat of tyranny and op-
pression as exemplified by international com-
munism. In other words, If today’s liberals
were true liberals in the tradition of Thomas
Jefferson, they would be doing the work that
has fallen to the lot of today’s conservatives,

Far from being dedicated to the conserving

of everything we remember of the past, to-

day's conservative 1s committed to the con-
servation of liberty. His devotion is to sound
progress, baged on proven values—the same
kind of progress that permitted this Nation,
in the space of only 200 years, to become the
most powerful Nation and the most prosper-
ous Nation on the face of the earth.

Today's conservative, I am proud to say,
is standing where history once placed the
true liberal. He is standing for freedom in
its true meaning both at home and abroad.
He 1s standing for individual rights, for
Justice and order, and honor in a world which
the modern day llberal says is changing so
fast that we must erase even the virtues and
traditions which have withstood the test of
many thousands of years.

I belleve today’s liberal is so frightened
of the future that he is incapable of acting
in the present. Why else are we confronted
today with a virtual peralysis of poliey?
Why else does Cuba remain a featering, So-
viet powerbase on our very doorstep? Why
else are we trylng to pretend that interna-
tlonal communism is mellowing and not out
to enslave the entire world? Why else are
we pushing, ever more frantically, for an ac-
commodation with the Soviet Union on
disarmament and a nuclear test ban?

I say that the cause for our indecision and
inaction is a deep-rooted fear on the part
of the liberal estahlishment which forecloses
the possibllity of any action at all that may
contain a slight element of risk. And I
don’t have to tell you that such craven fear
is completely out of character with the
American spirit. I have no doubts about
They know that to
stand for principle, to oppose oppression,
to fight tyranny involves a certsin risk.
This is nothing new. Think of the risk our
revolutionary forefathers ran at Lexington
and Concord. I doubt if we will ever see the
day when you and I live in g risk-free world,
where our every action Is guaranteed ab-
solutely safe before we take 1t. The good
things in this life do not come easily and
without risk. They require boldness and
courage and determination on the part of
those who seek. So it Is with the United
States of America. To lead the free world,
we must measure up to the demands of
leadership—yes, even to the taking of risks
in the name of freedom and justice.

NOMINATION OF HENRY CA
LODGE TO BE AMBASSADOW TO
REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM

a3 appointed Hon. Henry
to be Ambassador to the
Republic of
conflrmed the
n a country that is
and danger. Since
its constitution as
ment, South Vietna
constant attack from %ue North Viet-
namese. It is burdene ith grave in-
ternal problems. I believé4it is beecause
of those difficulties that Mr. Lodge has

has been under

soverelgn govern- -

been appointed Ambassador to the Re-
lic of Vietnam. His past experience,
Med from his service in the Senate
%s chief delegate of the United
Statesyto the United Nations, his quali-
ties as §n administrator, his qualities of
mind, agd his decisiveness in thought
p1, will be needed in his newest
&t

ot in these troublous times
Ambassado®k Lodge will faithfully serve
the interest®of the United States. We
who served With him in the Senate re-
member his qulities as a Member of this
body. Since tI®t time, we have observed
his career with admiration. We are
glad that he ha®been appointed to this
high, though diMcult, position. Above
all, his service in §etnam will be of great
value to our countgy.

g

IMPLICATIONS OR PROPOSED NU-
CLEAR TEST-BAN TREATY RE-
GARDING RECOGRITION OF EAST
GERMANY -

Mr. MANSFIELD. Xadam President,
questions have been rafsed by Members
of this body, in the press, and in West
Germany as to the implications of the
proposed nuclear test-ban treaty for the
question of recognition of East Germany.

It is, as the Senate knows, the policy
of this Government and our Western
European allles not to extend formal
recognition to the East German Govern-
ment. This does not mean, of course,
that there are no contacts with East
Germany. West Germans, for example,
are In substantial contact with East Ger-
man officjals, largely in connection with
the tradelbetween the two zones, which
amounts § several hundred million dol-
lars a yea} and with travel of Germans
between thg zones. In the course of this
contact, adam President, countless
documents gye signed by both West and

B, or are stamped by East
CGerman offici#s, although this in no way
constitutes rec§gnition by the West Ger-
man- Governmdat of the East German
regime, ¥, Madam President,
Americans and Western Europeans have
frequent contact %
cials. Okviously, §
e that thes

this contact, we
East German offi-

legal sense. 1

I should also point o¥
President Eisenhower a
John Foster Dulles and no

Secretary
sunder Presi-

by our
Ambassador to Poland with hi! L Chinese

Iution of certain specific, practic
lems between Peking and ourselvel,
deed, both the Chinest Communist rep-
resentative and those of the United
States signed the Geneva agreement on
Laos. One may raise questions about
the effectiveness of this agreement but I
do not think anyone has raised the gues-
tion that the two signatures among
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prominent members of his own party who
have failed to understand that he has
been far too busy with his chronicle of
things that he opposes to have had time
tc- explain his own distinct philosophy of
“illiberalism.”

1, for one, am prepared to wait. It is
rumored that the Senator from Arizona
may be prevailed upon tc seek higher
office. Should that prove to be the case,
h= will undoubtedly spell out a dynamic
program of national action under some
stirring title like “the Fundamentals of
Illiberalism” or “Let’s Get the Govern-
ent Out of the Business of Govern-
went.”

As intriguing as the Senator’s opinion
o’ “liberalism” are his views on “co-
existence.” *“To coexist,” according to
Vebster, is “to exist together or at the
same time.” The Senator, as we all
know, is unalterably opposed to such an
arrangement between the Communist
countries and the free world. It would
scem to follow that the Senator considers
il. essential for one side or the other—
presumably the Communist side—to stop
existing at once.

The problem of course—which the
Senator has not yet seen fit to comment
cn—is precisely how the Communists
can be persuaded or coerced to terminate
{heir existence. It seems reasonable to
suppose that they will not do so volun-
tarily, so the problem is really one of
compulsion. It is precisely at this in-
feresting point that the Senator leaves
115 in suspense.

He is absolutely clear, however, in his
conviction that ‘‘coexistence” is craven,
cowardly and un-American. It is, in
tact, a Communist idea, based on Khru-
shehev's apparent confidence that if the
two sides engage in peaceful competition
for the allegiance of mankind, his side
will win, For an American to favor co-
existence, he would have to believe that
¢lemocracy is far stronger than commu-
nism, that a free society can create a
far better life for the individual than
2, totalitarian society, that freedom has
1, magnetism and promise for mankind
ihat communism can never hope to
match.

Of this heresy no one can accuse the
junjor Senator from Arizona. He has
stated unequivocally that he favors
“boldness and courage and determina-
Lion” over eraven “coexistence.” These
words, of course, are a bit vague and
i;he Senator has not yet seen fit to trans-
late them into specific proposals for a
“hold” and “courageous” foreign policy.

But perhaps we can speculate. Both
he United States and the Soviet Union
‘yossess hydrogen bombs and intercon-
<inental missiles with which to destroy
sach other’s societies. Neither has the
-neans of preventing the other from do-
ng so. Under these circumstances the
only alternative to “coexistence” is mu-
“ual destruction. This, perhaps, is the
zey to the foreign policy favored by the
3enator from Arizona—a “bold,” “cou-
rageous,” and “determined” policy of

‘coannihilation.”

This, of course, is speculation because
the Senator has not yet chosen to reveal
his foreign policy proposals. It may
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be some time before he does so. In the

meantime, there is nothing for us to do

but restrain our eagerness and contem-
plate the delay with equanimity.

Madam President, I notified the Sena~-
tor from Arizona [Mr. GorpwaTER] that
I would comment on his speech. I un-
derstand he is out of the city. Unfor-
tunately, I shall have to leave the city
this evening, and I thought I could not
wait until his return.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed at this point in
the Reconp the text of the remarks of
the Senator from Arizona, delivered be-
fore the Human Events Confererice on
Friday, July 12, 1963, to which my com-~
ments are directed.

There being no objection, the remarks
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

ExcERPTS OF REMARKS BY SENATOR BARRY
GOLDWA REPUBLICAN, OF ARIZONA, BE-
FORE THE HUMAN EVENTS CONFERENCE, JULY
12, 1963 :
Speaking a short time ago to a Young

Republican Convention In San Francisco, I

examined at some length the complete bank-

ruptey of the liberal position in American
political life. And today, I should like to
extend that discussion and deal with what

T believe are some of the root causes of the

decline and fall of American Hberalism.

Basically, I believe it is important to under-

stand that the liberal approach to the prob-

lems that beset us both at home and abroad
has been given every conceivable chance. It
has been tried, and tried and tried—over and
over and over again. And it has never
worked. We saw the whole rigamarole in the

1930°s when this Nation was caught in a deep .

depression. We were told then that the
answer to all of our problems was the massive
intervention of the Federal Government.
We were told that the answer rested in Gov-
ernment spending—bigger and bigger Gov-
ernment spending accompanied, of course,
by higher and higher taxes. We were told
that the pump needed priming; that leaves
needed raking; that we were all children
under the paternalistic fatherhood of the
Federal Government.

We were told many things in those dark
and desperate days—at a time when this
Nation was prepared to try almost anything
0 overcome the ravages of hunger and un-
employment and economic stagnation. Well,
we took what we were told to heart. The
Nation and the Congress went along with
the whole bag of tricks. A great profusion
of new laws was passed. Heavy new appro-
priations were provided. Taxes soared. But
it still took World War II to get this country
out of the depression. And we were almost
last among the nations of the world to
emerge from that depression.

Now today we find the American liberals
offering the same old tricks in an effort to
lower unemployment, accelerate business ac-
tivity and—if yow’ll pardon the expression—
“get the Nation moving.” What do we have
today in the way of proposals from the ad-
ministration that differ, except in size, from
what the New Deal offered 30 years ago? We
have nothing different. We have public
works projects, a new version of the old CCC
camps, more unemployment compensation,
area redevelopment, and so on and on. The
only difference, I suggest, 1s that today the
liberal has progressed to the stage where he
no longer makes any pretense of supporting
fiscal responsibility. You know, we used to
be told that recurring emergency and con-
stant crisis were the only things that pre-
vented New Dealers and Fair Dealers from
striving toward the goal of a balanced budget.
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In the craziest days of New Deal and Fair
Deal innovation, at the very peak of the drive
for more and greater social engineering and
tampering with the lives of the American peo-
ple, none of the lberals ever attempted to
sell us the idea that deficits were desirable,
In this respect, at least, they were hewing to
the line of intellectual honesty.

But what do we find today? We find that
anyone who retains a belief in fundamentals,
anyone who feels that there should be a re-
lationship between Government income and
Government spending; anyone who fears
that we are mortgaging the lives of our chil-
dren and our grandchildren with exorbitant
and unnecessary Government. spending; any
such person is suffering from a new disease
called tht Puritan ethic. ‘Today, if we are to
believe the New Frontiersmen, there is some-
thing dishonorable about being either a
Puritan or retaining some ethics in the fleld
of fiscal affairs. We are actually told that
deficits are not only necessary but impera-
tive to the well-being of the American so0-
ciety. We are led to belizve that anything
which calls for further Government spend-
ing, regardless of whether such spending Is
needed, 1s a blessing in disguise because it
might spur business activity.

In effect, we are being told that things are
not as they seem, nct as they actually are, but
only as the New Frontler says they are. We
are asked in every area of Government policy
to base our judgment, not on achievement
but on Presidential rhetcric. We are sup-
posed to overlook the unsclved problems, the
looming threats, the lack of decision and
abject failures and devote our time Instead
to marveling at sweet-sounding verbal as-
sessments emanating from. the White House.

This is particularly true in the field of
foreign affairs. We are tc “ask not” why it
was necessary for the President of the United
States to travel over Eurcpe promising that
the United States would honor its commit-
ment to defend Western Europe in the event
of a Communist attack. Our task Is to take
our cue from cheering thousands in Europe
and join the chorus. We are not supposed
to ask why other American Presidents never
had to give such resounding personal assur-
ances. We are not supposed to see that per-
sonal assurances were all the Presldent had
to give because the record of his adminis-
tration does nothing—le: me repeat, does
nothing-—to reassure the people of Western
Europe that we would react strongly and
afirmatively to a Communist attack. How
can we expect Western Europe to take us at
the President’s wocrd when they have only
to look at Cuba to realize that we haven't
reacted strongly enough o meet a Commu-
nist threat on our own doorstep?

I suggest that those Europeans who had
read the President’s speech at American
University must have wondered at his prom-
isegs that the United States would not hesi-
tate to defend Europe from Communist at-
tack. In that speech, you may remember,
the President credited the Soviet Union with
having a deep interest in “a just and
genuine peace.” He wurgzed the American
people to reexamnine their attitude toward
the Soviet Union and pointed out that-our
two nations had never waged war against
each other. He drew attention to Soviet
losses In World War IT—as though this had
some special bearing—arnd urged an effort
to “make the world safe for diversity.”

Now that last—make ‘the world safe for
diversity—is a nicely turned phrase. It has
a statesmanlike ring to it. It Is the kind of
rhetorical ‘expression we have learned to ex-
pect from the President. But what does it
mean? I would suggest that you think long
and hard on that phrase—make the world
safe for diversity. For diversity, as prac-
ticed by the Soviet Urnion, means many
things. It means slavery and oppression
and tyranny and bigotry. It means God-
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something distinctly democratlc and Amer-
ican.

They created independent home owned co-
operatives, with capital provided on a strict
loan basis from the Federal Government.
The program was in the finest traditions of
a free democracy-—and fthe results were
spectacular.

Today, the greatest testimonial to this in-
spired program comes from lts bitterest
enemies—the owners of the big private utili-
ties who announce trlumphantly that 98 per-
cent of the farms of America are now electri-
fied.

That’s right—they are; the farms which
American buslness leaders and the Govern-
ment once thought 1t was better to leave in
peasant-like poverty than to lift a hand to
help—because they sald there was no profit
in it.

No profit to whom?

No profit in throwlng a switch to send
vital electric power into 5 million farms and
homes? No profit in more than doubling the
output of the American farmer? No profit
in stimulating $4 worth of Investment by
REA customers for every $1 the Government
loaned? No profit in triggering $16 billion
in consumer spending for appliances, plumib-~
ing, wiring and equipment—a spending spree

which continues at the rate of g billlon dol-
lars a year?

Any man who tells you there Is no proﬁt
in such a program doesn’'t know what profit
i, Or else he means to say that the profit
was spread around a little too much.

In my opinion, the REA program was one
of the most profitable ventures ever under-
taken by America, and I think we should
keep its shining example before us.

Today, America is the leader of the free
world, locked in an endless struggle with the
forces of oppression. In this struggle, every
resource we have must be used to the fullest
if we hope to win. It isn't enough to build
armies and missiles and pile up enough
nuclear weapons to incinerate the world.
We have got to build a strong economy and
a strong soclety.

‘We have got to educate our children, and
train scientists and engineers. We have got
to maintain full employment. We have 40
million people living on the edge of poverty.
We have 4,800,000 unemployed. We need 22
million new Jobs in the next decade Just to
absorb new young people entering the labor
market. We have got to conquer ignorance
and poverty and disease., We have got to
save and develop our priceless natural re-
sources. We have got to conguer outer space.

The nation that emerges on top in this
struggle is the nation that does that job best.
We cannot do that job If we sit back as we
did In the twentles and wait for some mysti-
cal economic force to do the job for us.

I consider the REA program a vital, con-
tinuing part of this absolutely cruecial effort
to strengthen and expand the American econ-
omy to meet the néeds of our people and to
preserve our place in the world., Electric
energy is a keystone of economlic growth. In-
dia, for instance, produces about one-twen-
tieth of the goods and services we produce-——
and its energy consumption is also one-
twentieth of ours. In the Soviet Union, half
the population must work at ralsing the
food to feed the nation. In America, with
electrified farms, less than 9 percent of our
total workforce 1s occupied in farming,

‘Yet the REA program is under bitter at-
tack today from some of the same hide-
bound people who fought it a generation ago
on narrow ideological grounds; from a com-
paratively few fast-buck artists who think
they could make a killing 1f they could get
REA out of the way; and from some well-
meaning people who just do not understand
‘the need for such e program.

I want to deal with some of the argu-
ments used, in this attack.

.see the attitude of some b

They say tha§ the REA was a great suc-
cess but 1ts job §s done so now it should be
liguidated. Anygne who -says that simply
does not undersfgnd the REA program.

Its job was to%upply the rural areas of
America with eledricity. It is dolng that
job and we hope will continue to do it.
This job did not

a% a1l right to allow
cooperatives to distribute §ectricity but not
to generate and transmit it§ Here again you
fnessmen wear-
ing blindets. '

The private power companiy
udiced against the REA—or solnxious to ex-
ploit 1t unfairly—that they lostfome of their
best customers. They chiselefg

were g0 prejl-

higher rate when they used exti
of power—just the opposite of ¥
practice in the industry. And 8
their position as & suppller to pUg
co-0ps in every way they could, h

by rural electric cooperatives was the &
and loglcal answer In cases wher =‘__4,
happened.

It is written into the law and it has 'R
upheld In the courts. Strict standards’§
set, and the amount of power so generaigk
is only seven-tenths of 1 percent of the po
generated in America today.

But where private power is not avallab
or where the rates are unduly high, or where
some hostile power company is out to “‘get’
the cooperative, generation and transmission
becomes 8 necessity.

It brings electric power to the places where

it is most needed—and at reasonable rates.’

It provides a valuable yardstick for electric
rates throughout the area. And most im-
portant, it removes the last barrler to rural
area development and the creation of new
jobs.

Some businessmen wearing blinders may
oppose such a program, but we must not let
them impose their blinders on the Nation.
We have an obligation to look at the. total
needs of an area and of our country, and not
Just at the needs of one so narrow that he
would never realize that you can stimulate
the sale of lemonade by Worklng with a
man who sells salted peanuts.

They also say that the REA Administrator
in Washington has too much leeway in ap-
proving loans. They seem to want every
one to be approved by act of Congress. Well,

~ I happen to know Norman Clapp, and there

18 no more dedicated, no more enlightened,
no better informed executlve in America
today In business or in government., Both
the public Interest and the interests of the
rural electric cooperatives will be well served

‘by this outstanding man.

And of course, they say that the govern-
ment should not make loans to rural electric
cooperatives—not at all—some say, and
others say that, et least, the interest rate
should be raised. They say the present pro-
gram gives cooperatives an unfair advantage
over private power companies—the same
companies which long ago refused to serve
anyone in the areas now served by the
co-ops.

Congress gave the co-ops a favorable inter-
est rate, it's true, In order to make the whole
thing possible. In exchange, the co-ops were
given heavy responsibilities. They had to
serve everyone in their areas. They couldn’t
just pick the profitable customers. This led
to high costs. Rural electric cooperatives
have one-tenth the customer density along
thelr lines ahd earn about one-fifteenth as

much revenue per mile of line as private
power companies. That is the very reason
why private power companies decided it was
not profitable—for them—to serve these
areas, That 1s the very- reason why we
created an REA loan program at reasonable
Interest rates.

The private power companies complaining-

about REA competition are not suffering.
Their profits are higher than ever before-—
because of an advancing economy.

But rural electric cooperatives should not
become too discouraged at the attacks made
on them. Many people see through the old
slogans and the hide~-bound dogma.

As you know, the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce has opened an all-out assault on the
REA program, saying it should be—no, not
destroyed—Jjust ‘“phased out.”

But I have business in my State who would
rather “phase out” the chamber of com-
merce.

I recelved a telegram recently from the
board of directors of the local chamber of
commerce in Richland Center, Wis,, which
sald:

" “We belleve that the economic well- -being
of this area can best be served by the con-
tinuation and completion of rural electrifi-
cation, rather than by its elimination. We
wish to make 1t known that the stand taken
by the State and National chambers of
commerce does not reflect the feeling of our
local chamber of commerce, and that we
actively support the activities of the REA
program,”

As you can see, not all businessmen wear
blinders.

One businessman wrote that he was par-
ticularly angry at the chamber of commerce

, attack on REA because the local REA co-op

was one of the most active members of the
oeal chamber of commerce.

% I also had a letter from an engineer in
Milwaukee, our largest city, who told how

antl-REA petition was circulated in the
e of the corporation for which he works.
EPleas: do not pay too much attention to
th@signtures,” he wrote, “Under the eyes
Bhe boss’s son, they may not represent
truéopinion.”

ent on to say, “Extending the beneflts
ricity to the people who open up the
& areas of our country is one of the
fuses of Federal funds.”

Rivers cooperative, you are putting

$18 millfign REA loan will bring electricity to
a vast ar§d at a saving of $8,300,000 over 10

ears. gcad of restricting power, as your
private sufp Ilers previously did, you plan to

decision b in 1937. Eventually 28 local
systems join@ together in Dairyland Power
Cooperative, ggd 1t is now the largest cooper~

atively owned
It has prove
lowest net p
systems In the

power system in the world.
ts worth. It provides the
costs avallable to rural
te. It saves these sysiems
millions of dol annually in power costs
irom the rates pted for wholesale supply
when 1t was ofganized. Total kilowatt-
hours to be furnisged by Dailryland this year
to these systems lsgkpected to reach a biilion
kilowatt-hours. A the Impact of Dailry-
land as a yardsticlg of practical rates will
become. even more gmportant in the years
ahead. ?

Here in Kentucky
only look to the su
tucky Rural Electric

'am told that you need

Kentucky outside the
member cooperatives are building a substan-
tial equity in this system.
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formed as usual. That is to say, he per-
formed with high competency, so much so
farshal Tito and the Yugoslav people

I understand that your great project al-
ready has attracted a major new industry to
whe area—and that has been the story al-
1nost_everywhere.

I a{n informed that the total pewer input
in rujal electric systems in Kentucky will
doubld by 1970, and by 1975 the three coop-
eratived served by your new plant will need

an has been one of our country’s
ost articulate experts on the

best and

almost $ree times the power you needed in  meanings af4d intentions of Red totalitarian-
1961, ism. As th® famous Mr. X-—a chief archi-
Whetheg rural areas get thls power they tect of the dgntainment policy against the

U.S.5.R.—he h¥&s shown over the years a per-
ceptlveness thiy stands by itself. It has
been a thing oR incalculable value to the
United States in%he never-ending effort to
beat back the mec%ace that emanates ever-
lastingly from PeMdng and Moscow, even
though both are at §dds at the moment.

Few members of ot Foreign Service have
had a career as distilgguished as Mr. Ken-
nan’s. Wholly apart fm his ambassador-
ship to Moscow under %falin, he has made
Impressive contributionsg to the cause of
peace In an exceedingly Ydangerous world.
As the State Department’s §
lcy planning, he deserves Wpecial applause
for having played a vital rol§in preventing
the U.8.8.R. from gobbling up%yhat remains
of free Europe. L

Mr. Kennan returns now to th&,campus in
his enviable academic role at Princeton’s
Institute of Advanced Studies. But this is
not a retreat from reallty. On -the con-
trary, In gome respects, the Institute is
closely rglated to the cold war, or a possible
hot on And so also is Professor Kennan.

she same time;{where many families reach
new heights of Jrosperity and many others
slip backward; here automation takes
more jobs each d{y, and where some great
wreas of our counflgy live in a state of per-
petual depression.
We faced up to ourfproblems in the thirties,
and the REA was on& of the tools we devel-
oped to work with. ur problems are just
is great today, and t may be even more
Daffiing. We cannot laf§down our tools. We
lhave just begun to work% .

GEORGE F. KENNAN

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Madam President,
as both a scholar and practitioner of
diplomacy, George F. Kennan has served
his country and the free world with rare
distinction. His resignation as Ambas-
s:a_dor t_o Yugoslavia, whfsre he 1'_1as served “COEXISTENCE”
with high competence, is a major loss to Mr. FULBRIGHT. Madam President
American diplomacy. With his retur: I . a resident,
o the Institute of Advanced Studies it RS EREOE YeTief, during  these
PPrinceton, we can expect further impgh- muggy, sticky, frustrating summer days,
tant contributions to contemporary to be diverted even momentarily from
scholarship in international relations. the serious problems of Government and

Over the past 20 years, George Kennan Dbublic bolicy. We are indebted to the
has pursued two separate careers with Junior Senator from Arizona for provid-
equal distinction. As Ambassador to the ing us with such a diversion in his recent
$oviet Union in the early postwar years remarks to the Human Events Con-
and as Ambassador to Yugoslavia in the ference here in Washington.
last 2 years, he has brought unique quali- I read the Senator’s speech with in-
ties of wisdom, perception, and judgment terest and enjoyment. It is indeed a re-
to challenging assighments. Between =~ Markable speech. At no point does it
g ambassadorial posts, he wrote burden the reader with the complexities
ki of current foreign and domestic prob-
lems.

The Senator has a rare gift of clarity.
So lucid is his discourse that he makes

ON “LIBERALISM” AND

torian. r. Kennan is an outstanding us wonder what all the fuss has been over
¢xample Qf the dedicated and effective huclear weapons and international ten-
career Forgign Service officer. sions and unemployment and all the

Madam Xresident, I ask unanimous Other stubborn problems that perplex the

American people. 'In the Senator’s
penetrating analysis, all these problems
can be made to evaporate.if we will only
declare a “bold” and “courageous” policy
abroad and return to “fundamentals” at
home. It is regrettable that, for what-
ever excellent reasons, the Senator did
not see fit to elaborate on his noble senti-
iments or to spell out how and where and
by what means he proposes to take “bold”
action abroad or to explain to us which
precise “fundamentals” he would have us
return to in our domestic life.
Undoubtedly, the Senator from Ari-
zona intends to do these things in some
future pronouncement. I think it only
proper to assume that he will and, as a
Democrat, I think I can assure the Sen-
ator that we on the majority side are
prepared to wait patiently for the time
when he will see fit to translate his brave
theories into prescriptions for public

warding Mr. ¥ennan, one from the
Washington Pdt, the other from the
\Washington Sta®, for July 31.

There being no ¥bjection, the editorial
v7zas ordered to be fginted in the RECORD,
as follows:

KRENNAN Or§ CaMPUS

U.S. Ambassador Geolge F. Kennan has
left his post in Yugosla®¥a to return once
arain to the private life §f a scholar. He -
merits the thanks and be®; wishes of his
countrymen for all that he $as done in the
Yoreign Service. Certainly Xe has been a
hard and brilllant worker i¥ diplomacy’s
sometimes sterile vineyards. "

All told, Mr. Kennan has sp&t 29 years
of his life in those vineyards. Back in 1953
hie retired from them, but President Ken-
nedy, almost a decade later, persuaded him
to get back in harness for the important
Belgrade assignment. The Ambassador per-

p qUuS

policy. It would indeed be rude and un-
grateful for a Democrat to join in the
intemperate criticisms that have been
directed at the Senator from Arizona by
prominent members of his own party.

We owe the Senator this forbearance
because of his own gracious and generous
attitude toward the Damocratic Party:
In his speech the Senator unequivocally
expressed his opinion that Democrats
are riot Communists and that the Com-
munist Party has not captured control
of the Democratic Party—even though,
in the view of the Senator from Arizona,
the program of the Democratic adminis-
tration is-viewed with favor by the Com-
munists.

I thank the Seriator for his generous—
I hesitate to say liberal—view of the
Democratic Party. In return, I am pre-
pared to state my own unequivocal opin-
ion that the Senator from Arizona is
not a Communist either—despite' the
similarity of some of his views to those
of the rulers of Communist China. I am
sure this is purely coincidental.

The Senator from Arizona is opposed
to coexistence; sc¢ are the Chinese Com-
munists. The Senator is opposed to the
nuclear test ban treaty; so are the Chi-
nese Communists. The Senator thinks
it is cowardly to try to avoid nuclear war;
50 do the Chinese Communists.

I am confident that no fairminded
American will misinterpret the interest-
ing parallel between the Senator’s views
on these matters and those of the Chi-
nese Communists. The Senator, without
doubt, is a loyal and patriotic American.

I was-particularly interested in two
themes that run throuzh the Senator’s
remarks: his views on liberalism and on
coexistence.

The Senator is foursquare in his oppo-
sition to liberalism, which he regards as
feeble and exhausted shd at the same
time—somehow—dangerously aggressive
and predatory. Liberalism, in the Sena-
tor's view, represents a whole category
of evils that the Democratic adminis-
trations of the last 30 years have in-
vented to destroy the freedom of the
American people. Liberalism stands for
such wickedness as social security, which
has destroyed the freedom of the aged to
be destitute or dependent; rural electri-
fication and farm price supports, which
have destroyed the freedom of the farm-
er to live in poverty and deprivation—by
candlelight; public housing and urban
renewal, which have destroyed the free-
dom of many of our people to live in
rural shacks and urban slums; public
works and Government fiscal policy,
which' have destroyed the frecdom of
most—but not all—of our people to be
blissfully unemployed; and Federal aid
to education—the most diabolical plot of
all—which threatens to destroy our
freedom to be ignorant and unemploy-
able. .

The Senator from Arizéna is opposed
to all these incursions on the ‘“freedom”
of the American people. He opposes
them for many reasons, but most of all
because they violate certain unspecified
ethical “fundamentals.” No doubt, in
the fullness of time, the Senator will
spell out these ‘“fundamentals.” The
Senator has been unjustly belabored by
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